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IV.11  Individual DEIR Mailed Comments  
P-188B to P-197 

 
 
This section presents responses to individual public comments (i.e., not form letter or form letter 
based) received the U.S. mail or other non-electronic delivery services. The responses immediately 
follow each letter and are organized in the same order as the comments in each letter. Several of the 
letters included attachments. Attachments were not included herein if our response did not directly 
reference the attachment. 
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Mailed Letter P-188B  
 
Response to Comment 106 
The provisions for protection and other considerations associated with Mushroom corners were 
developed in the DEIR (see page VII.6.2-46) and are as found in Chapter 3 of the ADFFMP and in 
Appendix IX.  The general management plan language is roughly as follows:  
 
Mushroom Corners: 
 
The Mushroom Corners area partially overlaps the Caspar Experimental Watershed, Russian 
Gulch/Lower Big River a Late Seral Recruitment area, county roads with visual and recreation 
concerns, as well as proximity to State Parks and private land ownerships (see Map Figure 5). In 
California, there are no fungi species listed as Federal or State Endangered or in the more inclusive 
Department of Fish and Game, Natural Diversity Database special status lists.  A long-beard lichen 
occurs on JDSF that has been assigned special status by CNDDB.  This area is particularly important 
to the mycological research community, in part due to its ease of access and presence and 
abundance of a diverse number of species.   
 
Although the analysis in the December 2005 DEIR did not find any potential adverse environmental 
impacts to the Mushroom Corners area, it did provide an additional management measure, which is 
included in Appendix IX. 
 
Appendix IX 
Mushroom Corners 
Additional Botanical Management Measure 2 
 
Harvests: The area is available for future study related to the relationship between fungi and the 
forested habitat.  Most of the future harvests in this area will utilize various forms of uneven-aged 
management, including single tree and small group selection. Consultation will be initiated with 
representatives of the mycological research community while planning for future harvest activities.  
 
Fire, Fuels Reduction or other Active Management: Consultation will be initiated with representatives 
of the mycological research community during planning of any management-related fire or fuels 
reduction activities.  
 
Invasive Plant Management: Invasive plant control will have a high to moderate priority in this area to 
insure continued presence of native species that interact with the fungi in the area. 
 
Monitoring:  
Timing:     During the life of the JDSF Management Plan 
Scope:     Mushroom Corners 
Implementation:   CAL FIRE 
Monitoring Responsibility: CAL FIRE 
 
Response to Comments 107, 108 
The standards reflected in the management plan are expected to provide a significant degree of 
protection, and recovery of fully functioning stream ecosystems. It is important to note that the 
standards described are minimums that in practice are frequently exceeded based on site specific 
conditions.  The protection applied in the field will equal or exceed these minimum standards, based 
upon a site-specific impacts analysis performed for each project or cumulatively for projects within a 
given assessment area. JDSF will manage forest stands in watercourse/lake protection zones 
(WLPZs) to promote their development to late-successional forest conditions (ADFFMP, Chapter 3). It 
is common for protection applied in the field to exceed the minimum standards by a considerable 
degree.  The Board believes that the reference in the comment to protection standards provided by 
NMFS refers to habitat conservation plan guidance or general guidance in the absence of site-
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specific analysis.  The standards developed for JDSF were guided by the findings of watershed 
analysis work conducted on the forest. 
 
It is not the objective of the Board to adopt a fixed set of standards that provides the maximum 
possible level of protection for watercourses.  However, it is the intention of the Board to allow 
recovery to continue and to avoid significant impacts to watershed and aquatic resources and the 
taking of listed species.  WLPZ standards specific to JDSF also provide a unique opportunity to 
monitor response and recovery of aquatic systems to varying degrees of management in furtherance 
of JDSF’s research and demonstration mandate. The reader is referred to the analysis in DEIR 
Section VII.6.1 and 10.   Significant impacts to watershed and aquatic resources are not expected to 
occur. 
 
Response to Comment 109 
The Board agrees that the inventory of roads should be accelerated, and the management plan has 
been amended to provide for a three year inventory period (see DEIR page VII.6.1-97 for one of 
several presentations of the additional management measures for an accelerated road management 
plan).  Work to maintain, upgrade, and decommission roadways will not be deferred until the 
inventory is completed, but is expected to be incrementally implemented coincident to the inventory.  
Approximately 10 miles of roadway has been decommissioned in recent years, and additional 
decommissioning projects are being planned, including a DFG grant project to decommission 
roadway in Caspar Creek.  The intent of the road management plan is to accelerate watershed 
recovery.  The accelerated road inventory provision represents a positive cumulative effect. 
 
Response to Comment 110 
There are no current plans to decommission Road 200, but it is recognized that much of the length of 
Road 200 is located within the inner gorge of Chamberlain Creek and often within a very short 
distance from the stream, creating potential for slope instability and sedimentation, and occupying 
area that would alternatively produce forest, shade, and large woody debris of value to the aquatic 
system.  No plans will be made to decommission this roadway until an alternative route from Highway 
20 to Three Chop Ridge Road is found.  It is speculative at this point in time to predict the location of 
an alternative route, or what effect this route may have upon travelers from either the inland areas or 
the coast.  If the decommissioning of this roadway is considered, the potential for impacts to 
recreationalists and travelers will be considered in detail. 
 
There are no current plans to alter the access to the Waterfall Gove site or trailhead. 
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Mailed Letter P-189  
Response to Comment 1 
The Board shares the commenter’s interest in a framework that provides multiple sustainable 
benefits.  We note the support for Alternative C1, which was based on the May 2003 Draft Forest 
Management Plan.  The Board has since developed Alternative G, which builds on Alternative C1, 
and a proposed Administrative Draft Forest Management Plan (ADFFMP), which is based on 
Alternative G.  The Board believes that the ADFFMP will provide for ecological and economic 
sustainability. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board is aware of the ongoing contractual relationship between Willits Redwood and the 
Department.  Alternative G and the ADFFMP recognize the situation of the enjoined timber sale.   
 
Response to Comment 3 
The DEIR provides an extensive discussion of the regional and local importance of the forest 
products industry and the economic role of JDSF within that context (see DEIR sections III, Project 
Information, and VII.6.6.3, Timber Resources; or RDEIR section III.6.4).  The DEIR and the ADFFMP 
recognize the losses of timberland that are occurring and that JDSF can help to reduce these losses 
through demonstrating, to small forest landowners, timber management that is economically and 
environmentally sustainable. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board agrees to the importance of demonstrating forest management and timber production 
approaches that are compatible with multiple resource values. 
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Mailed Letter P-190  
 
Response to Comment 1 
The DEIR, RDEIR, and Final Management Plan provide significant information about the extent and 
location of current stands on JDSF, as well as information about how these stands will change over 
time.   
 
In the 2005 DEIR: 
• Map Figure D shows the location of special concern areas, which include old growth stands to be 

protected in perpetuity, late seral development areas, pygmy forest, cypress groves, and riparian 
zones (on Class I and II streams) to be management for the development of later seral forest 
characteristics. 

• Map Figures G and H show timber harvesting history from 1986 to 2004, which also provides 
insights in to stand conditions. 

• Map Figure J shows the vegetation of JDSF and the cumulative effects assessment area in terms 
of California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System (WHR) classes. 

• Map Figure K shows a more detailed view of the vegetation of JDSF in terms of California Wildlife 
Habitat Relationship System classes. 

• Map Figure Z shows the types of silvicultural treatments to which various areas of the Forest are 
assigned under Alternative C2.  This information provides insights into how areas of the Forest 
are likely to be managed and change over time. 

• Map Figure AA, provided by the Sierra Club and consistent with Alternative F provides 
information on current forest vegetation, based on a simplification of the WHR system. 

• The Wildlife Resource Analysis section (VII.6.6) contains many tables and graphs depicting 
current and projected stand types (in WHR classes) for the Forest and the various alternatives 
considered.  There is also much written description of the vegetation and stand types found on 
the Forest. 

 
In the 2007 RDEIR: 
• Similar to Map Figure Z in the 2005 DEIR, Map Figure 1 shows the spatial allocation of 

silvicultural treatments, areas designated for the development of late seral forest characteristics, 
and areas designated for the development of older forest characteristics. 

• Map Figure 2 provides insights into current forest stand conditions by showing the average 
number of trees per acre greater than 30 inches in diameter at breast height. 

• Table II.1 shows Alternative G’s desired forest structure conditions. 
• Table II.3 lists the anticipated short-term harvest schedule for Alternative G, thus indicating the 

silvicultural treatments that would be applied to specified areas of the Forest, thus changing the 
stand conditions in commensurate fashion.  

 
In the Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan (ADFFMP), which is based on Alternative 
G: 
• Map Figure 5 shows the spatial allocation of silvicultural treatments, areas designated for the 

development of late seral forest characteristics, and areas designated for the development of 
older forest characteristics. 

• Map Figure 6 provides a spatial depiction of the short-term harvest schedule (see below re Table 
3.2). 

• Map Figure 7 shows the current vegetation of JDSF in terms of California Wildlife Habitat 
Relationship System classes. 

• Map Figures 8 shows information on per-acre density of trees greater than 30 inches in diameter 
at breast height. 

• Table 3.2 shows the desired forest structure conditions. 
• Table 3.4 lists the anticipated short-term harvest schedule, thus indicating the silvicultural 

treatments that would be applied to specified areas of the Forest, thus changing the stand 
conditions in commensurate fashion.  
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Response to Comment 2 
The analysis in the DEIR indicated that Alternatives C1 and C2 would not result in significant adverse 
impacts to listed aquatic species and would contribute to their recovery in a number of ways (see, e.g. 
Table VII.6.6.34).  The RDEIR found that Alternative G would provide enhanced measures for a 
number of species, such as the Marbled Murrelet.  Based on Alternative G, the proposed 
Administrative Draft Final Management Plan provides a higher level of protection, relative to 
Alternative C1 and C2, to listed aquatic species through designation of additional areas for the 
development of late seral forest or older forest characteristics.  The direction of the Administrative 
Draft Final Management Plan emphasizes the research and demonstration role of the Forest.  As a 
part of this emphasis, it designates three areas of the Forest as Riparian Restoration Demonstration 
areas where riparian zone protection measures such as the FEMAT and NMFS approaches can be 
applied, evaluated, and demonstrated. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The 2005 DEIR found that Alternatives C1 and C2 would not result in a significant adverse impact on 
the Marbles Murrelet (see, e.g. Table VII.6.6.34).  Both provide for late seral forest development 
areas that could contribute to Murrelet habitat over time, with Alternative C2 providing a greater 
amount.  Both Alternatives also include an Additional Management Measure for Contribution to 
Recovery of Marbled Murrelet Habitat (see page VII.6.6-119).  Through designation of an Older 
Forest Structure Zone, Alternative G and Administrative Draft Final Management Plan will further 
enhance the potential for development of suitable Murrelet habitat.  The Administrative Draft Final 
Management Plan also includes the Management Measure for Contribution to Recovery of Marbled 
Murrelet Habitat. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
As noted in the DEIR and RDEIR, it is anticipated that substantial areas of the large forest 
ownerships adjacent to JDSF will see improvements in their forest conditions over time.  Reasons for 
this expectation include the acquisition and planned restoration of the 7,334-acre Big River Unit of 
Mendocino Headlands State Park, the restorative management direction being taken by the 
Mendocino Redwood Company, and the acquisition of 11,600 acres on the Big River by the 
Conservation Foundation to be managed for restoration and sustainable timber production.  The 
Conservation Foundation has expressed an interest in joining CAL FIRE and the Department of Parks 
and Recreation in discussions on how the joint 70,000-acre landscape to be managed to best achieve 
shared conservation and restoration goals.   
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Mailed Letter P-192 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Opposition to Alternatives A and D-F noted.  The DEIR analysis found that each of the listed 
alternatives contained elements that are not consistent to current legislation and/or Board policy.  
Please see General Response 4. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 7 and 10.  The ADFFMP retains the use of herbicides and clearcutting as a 
management tool, although significant restrictions have been included. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board recognizes that a reduction in the annual harvest will result in a decrease in employment 
opportunities.  The economic setting and the economic impacts of various levels of harvest, in terms 
of estimated employment and local revenues, are discussed in section III.6.2 of the DEIR.  The 
ADFFMP calls for harvesting approximately 20-25 million board feet annually which a fraction of 
current growth based on the 2005 re-measure of the Continuous Forest Inventory plots.  This 
reduction in planned annual harvest is based on consideration of other public trust resource values 
including aquatic and wildlife habitat, recreation, and aesthetics. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
Support for Alternative C1 as the management direction with the best balance noted. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
One of the main objectives of the ADFFMP is to increase the emphasis on research at JDSF.  
Research on Sudden Oak Death is ongoing at both JDSF and Soquel State Forest.  There are no 
current research projects related to Pine Pitch Canker on JDSF.  Desire to add a Forest Pest 
Specialist noted.  The current staff includes foresters with substantial expertise in forest pests, 
although there is not a dedicated specialist.  
 
Response to Comment 6 
The ADFFMP does not contain any plans to alter the status of the Mendocino Woodlands Camp.   
 
Response to Comment 7 
The Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State Forest to fully resume management 
activities, so the Board is working actively to certify the DEIR and approve a management plan.   
 
Response to Comment 8 
The Board notes the statement of opinion. Management direction beyond this planning time frame is 
speculative at this point.  
 
Response to Comment 9 
The management direction for JDSF will not be based on a “popularity contest”.  Each comment will 
be carefully considered regardless of the popularity of the position. 
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Mailed Letter P-193  
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board agrees that one of the principle purposes of JDSF is to demonstrate viable and effective 
forms of forest management for timberland owners and the general public.  Elements of forest 
management, such as even-aged stand management and the appropriate use of herbicides are 
viable candidates for demonstration, research, and public education. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for Alternative B noted. The Board believes that many elements of Alternative B have been 
incorporated into the future management of JDSF. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board concurs that JDSF can and will make a significant contribution to the local economy. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
It is the Board's intention that the information and education role of JDSF and the entire state forest 
system be enhanced.  Several provisions of the management plan are intended to meet this need, 
including greater availability of research and demonstration materials, expanded data banking, and 
an increase in local involvement in state forest planning and operations. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board believes that it would be somewhat impractical to require the conduct of public hearings 
prior to the use of herbicides or even-aged management, but the formation of a JDSF advisory 
committee should provide ample opportunity for local public involvement in these management 
processes. The JDSF advisory committee will have an opportunity to review selected projects, and 
also to review the management plan and made both policy and implementation recommendations. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
Comment noted. The DEIR includes a detailed description of the assessment area.  
 
Response to Comment 7 
The ADFFMP provides a significant degree of protection for watercourses.  The Board does not 
believe that the implementation of expanded watercourse protection zones as provided in Alternative 
D is necessary or warranted to prevent significant effects, because the DEIR and RDEIR did not find 
a potential for significant adverse impacts to watercourse-related resources, when management 
measures and mitigations were applied, for either Alternative C1 of Alternative G. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
The Board agrees that management flexibility is needed.  Many of the provisions of Alternatives B 
and C1 are included in the ADFFMP. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
It is the intention of the Board that JDSF remain a viable resource for the demonstration of 
sustainable forest management. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
Comments noted. The Board generally agrees with these statements. 
 
Response to Comment 11 
Comments noted.  The Board generally agrees with this statement. 
 
Response to Comment 12 
Comments noted.  See prior responses above. 
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Mailed Letter P-194 
 
See the response to Mailed Letter P-195  
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Mailed Letter  P-195  
 
Response to Comment 1 
The comment letter provided by S.K. Nelson on July 15, 2002 was a primary source for a significant 
expansion of the marbled murrelet species account in the current DEIR (pages VII.6.6-52 through -
90).  In addition, the comment provided by Ms. Nelson and US Fish and Wildlife Service and 
California Department of Fish and Game was the principle impetus leading to development of the 
Contribution to Recovery of Marbled Murrelet Habitat management measure (DEIR pages VII.6.6-118 
through -119, Figure VII.6.6.8b and DEIR pages VII.6.6-79 through -82).  This management measure 
would be applied to Alternative C1 as well as B, C2, D, E, and G.  Finally, the management measure 
was written to provide additional opportunity for collaboration with wildlife agencies and other 
interested parties as habitat areas identified are evaluated on a site specific basis. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
New information concerning population status and habitat trends found in McShane et al. (2004) 
(Evaluation Report for the 5 year status review of the Marbled Murrelet in Washington, Oregon, and 
California.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is an important current reference and was cited extensively 
in the expanded marbled murrelet account.  DEIR pages VII.6.6-72 through -75 and pages VII.6.6-75 
through -84 summarize population and habitat issues respectively. 
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Mailed Letter P-196  
 
Response to Comments 
The comment provides no specific information regarding potential environmental impacts.  
Support for Alternatives B and C1 noted.  While the Board generally agrees that the forest should be 
managed as determined appropriate by local professionals, the State Forest is a public resource that 
must be managed in a fashion that considers a broad range of interests, while remaining compliant 
with the intent of the Legislature and the policy of the Board.  The Board believes that Alternative G is 
appropriate for the future management of JDSF. 
 
It is the intent of the Board that the management of JDSF achieves a high level of sustainable timber 
production, generating revenue and jobs to the benefit of the local and State economy. 
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Mailed Letter P-197 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative F and opposition to Alternative C-1 noted. Alternative G was developed by 
blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative F. 
This includes a reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the 
planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest 
conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as snag retention and 
LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and education. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Please see General Response 9. regarding “mature” redwoods. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
For recreation comments see General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
For wildlife habitat see General Response 11 and 12. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
While no definition of “large-scale industrial-style logging” is provided in the comment, it can be 
assumed that the comment relates to the overall quantity of harvesting.  While the comment does not 
go directly to the contents of the DEIR, or the analysis therein, the following response is provided. 
 
The legislative mandate for the forest is to demonstrate sustainable and economic forest 
management.  The economic component of this mandate requires the use of commercial logging 
operations.  The timber harvest level under the ADFFMP is based on providing a varied landscape 
with a set of forest structures designed to support a viable research and demonstration program 
rather than a goal of a particular level of production.  This analysis has resulted in a planned average 
annual harvest level of approximately 20 to 25 million board feet which is well below the current 
growth.  In addition, the commitment to monitoring and adaptive management will ensure not only 
that harvest does not exceed growth, but that other timber related resource conditions are on the 
correct trajectory to meet the stated management goals.  Potential impacts to other resource values 
have been mitigated to “less than significant”.  
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 10 regarding clearcutting comments. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
See Form Letter 6, Response to Comment 2. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
See Response to Comment 5 above. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
See General Response 8. 
 
Response to Comment 11 
See General Response 12. 
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Response to Comment 12 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 13 
Support for Alternative F noted.  The Board has found that some elements of Alternative F may not 
comply with legislation and policy related to state forest management (see Table VI.1).  Alternative G 
was developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, 
including Alternative F.  This includes accelerated implementation of the Road Management Plan, a 
reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber 
harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions, an 
increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as snag retention and LWD 
placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and education.  One example 
of the research and demonstration emphasis will be to test the cost and effectiveness of the riparian 
zone management approaches contained in Alternatives C1 and D-F.  The results of these 
experiments will be utilized as part of the adaptive management process defined in Chapter 5 of the 
ADFFMP.  
 
Significant impacts to fish and wildlife habitat are not expected due to management as approved by 
the Board.  Please see Section VII.6.1 and VII.6.6 of the DEIR for these resources (see also General 
Response 11 and 12).   
 
Response to Comment 14 
Unfortunately, there is no alternative that “will finally put the controversy to rest”.  The Board has 
developed an alternative that strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while remaining 
consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy for the state forest system.  The ADFFMP is 
designed to balance the demonstration and research, production of timber products, and the desires 
of the public, while improving the overall health and ecosystem function of the forest. 
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